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July 7,2004 

Chairman MicbaeI Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impase new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of tbese cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minoriv or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price incawwe for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid calling cards are sb prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fvred and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well, Jn particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet &e credit rating or hefty depdsit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumm can make calls fkom payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We caa use these cards to stay "canneded" as w e  look for 
jobs, bunt for houses, or schedule many of the other dairy appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it u n i m w l e  that the FCC would impose .new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC shodd stand np for consumer inter- over coiporate gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

ccs: Coanrjssioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kcvin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal CommunicatiOns Commission ' 
445 12tb strect, S.W. 
Washingtan, DC 20554 

I 

T(E: WC D ~ b t  NO. 03-133 

The FCC should not impose new -8 ohrtges and h o  upon prepaid calling cards. E you 
move to inmase the cost of these cards, YOU uiu simply drive up the cost fm minarity or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their wmxnunities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to my price incrtaSe for p p a i d  calling cards; 

below $2O,OOO haveused prepaidcards. Progpid d h g  cardr am SO proMkwt in pW- 
they save cons~mef~ money. 

With gas and milk prices already hoIding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depejnd cntkely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the cr& rating or hefty deposit requiremeats that I d  phone companies insist updn b&re 
gettirrg a phone. With prepaid cards, consumars can make u l I s  fiom payphones or the telephones 
of fhmily members and neighbors. We can we these cards to stay "oonncctd" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule mimy of the ofher daily appomabmeds that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would hr~post new c h p s  and h s  on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be tho Jarpst beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should stand up for consumer interests  per col'porate gain by keeping 
af€ordable prepaid calling cards a prior& 

approximately 43% of Latino hwsaholds use tkn. Meed, kbf@* ddrwithilKuunea 

Sincereiy, a 

Commissioner hthleen Abernathy 
CornmissianerKevinMartia . 
Commissioner 301~1th~ Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new acceSs charges and fees upon m a i d  calling cards. Xfyou 
move to increase the cost of tbese cards? you will simply drive up the cost for rninodty’or , 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any p r h  increase for prepaid calling cards, 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Prepaid c a b  cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income con’mers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because t lby cannot 
meet the credit rating M hefty deposit requirements that local phone’ companies insist upon before 
getting a phono. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls $-om pamfiones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “Connected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appohtments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges, The FCC should stand up for consumer interests over &$pornte g a i  by keeping 
affordable prepaid CalIling c a r d s  ~1 priority. 

ccs: commissioner ~ i c h a e l  a p p s  cz’ 
Commissioner W e t w  Abematby 
Commissioner K& Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan AdeIstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 



07/14/2004 0 9 : 0 2  FAX - 
July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
44s 12th slre& S.W. 
Wasbington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  DocketNo. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvhtaged individuals to stay in touch in thek communitie6., 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use tbem. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid d l h g  cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumen hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on f m d  incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they CBMOf 
meet the credit rating or he@ deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon befare 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers c,m make calls fi-om payphones or the telephones 
of €mdy members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay ”connected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that we all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the PCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest teIephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC sbouM stand up for consamer interests over miporate gfin by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

Sincerely, 

ccs: Commissioner Michael CO&S 
Commissioner Katbleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

@l011/014 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th street, S.W. 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-1 33 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon papaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or . 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in tokh in their wmmdes. 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards afe so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many jow-income 

. households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon m a i d  senice because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls h m  payphones or the telephones 
o f  family members and neighbors. We can use these cards to stay “connected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointments that w e  all have. 

I simply find it unimagbblc that the FCC: would impose new charges and fees these cards. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be the largeat beneficiaries of.sucli 
chaps .  The FCC should stand up for consumer h ted  over cor’porab gain by keeping 
affordable prepaid calling cards a priority. 

Sincerely, I 

$$ Commissioner ~ i c b l  c o p s  
Commissioxmr Kathleem Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congresspessan 
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July 7,2004 

Chain& Micbael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washingum, DC 20554 

R E  WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost telecammunications swims to ’ 
accomplish many every day tasks, fiom looking for a job or affordable housing to staying in 
touch with family and fiends. But pending before the FCC is a proposal that would introduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

J understand that the FCC is considering applying %-state” access cbarges and othk fkes on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Laths ,  particularly those on fixed incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscnie to local 
telephone sewice, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay mmecred at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and others face similar challenges. 

- 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option available -without them, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can least afford price increases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards ta disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such charges, wen when lbhcy do not sell the calling card to B 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making tbese services substantially less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access charges and f& on prepaid calling card 
services. 

@lOl2/014 

CCS: . Commissioner Michael Copps 
Commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Senam 
Senator 
Coagressperson . 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fees upon prepaid Caning cards. If you 
move to increase the cost ofthese cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged ind iv idd  b sky in touch in their commdes.  

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling car&, 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed, half of the households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paid callmg oar& are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low inoome consumers hostage, w e  should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who are on fie4 incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because they cannot 
meet the creditiating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone- With prepaid cards, consumers can make 4 s  lj-om payphonss or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We &I use these cards to stay "connectedn as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule m y  of the other daily appointments that w e  all have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that the FCC wouId impose new charges and fees on these car&. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest benefi~aries of such 
charges. The RCC sbould stand up for consumer interests over coip0mte grin by keeping 
aflrordable prepaid d i n g  cards a priority. 

Sincerely, 

cc6: C o d s i o n e r  Michael Copps u 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Cornnqissioner Kevin Martin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adel stein 
Senator 
Senator 
Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th s m  S.W. 

REI W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

The FCC should bot impose new access charges and fkes upon prepaid calling cards. If you 
move to increase the cost ofthese cards, you will simply drive up the cbst for ~inori ty  or 
disadvastagcd individuals to stay in tOu& in their communities. 

The Latino community Is particuhly sm&e to any price kcrease for prepaid calling cards, 
approximateIy 43% of Latino howholds use them. Indeed, half aftbe households with incanes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid wds. %paid calling cards are so prevalent m part because 
they save consumem money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone serVioe costs as well. In particular, many low-income 
households who m on fixed incOmcs depend entirely upon prepaid sewice bccause they oarmot 
meet the credit ratmg or hefty deposit quh-ernents that local phone companies insist upon b e f m  
gctthg a phone. Witb prepaid cards, consumers c m  make calls @om payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. W e  can use these cards to stay LLcormeded" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appointmats that We all h e .  

1 simpIy find it unimaginable that tbe FCC would impose new chatgas and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's Iarpst telephone companies would be the largest beneficiaries of sucb 
charges. The FCC sboaldstand up for wolobwmer Pntereets over coiporate gain by keeping 
aordable prepaid calling d a  s priority. 

S inmIy ,  
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JuIy 7,2004 

Chgirman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
44512thstree4s.w. ' 

Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC h & t  NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and othet rnkori~ communities rely u p  low-cost tefw&unications services to 
accomplish many evety day tasks, from looking for a job or affordable housing to stayingin 
touch with family and fiends. But' pending before the FCC is a p r o p d  that would introduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediatdy harmisg millions of 
Latinos and other consumetrr nationwide. 

I understand that the FCC is cunsidering applying 'in-strrte" ~cctss charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Many Latinos, particularly those on fixed incomes or those 
establishing a credit W r y ,  bddk ~ccounts and otlaer means necessary to subscribe to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling curds to stay cbnnected at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, senior citizen4 and otbers faGe similar challenges. 

As a res& prepaid calling cerds are the only option wailable - witbout them, many consumers 
could, quite lilm-ally, be left without BCCCSS to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
di ing cmds will direcUy barm individuals who can least &id price ~~CWWSS. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substatrti;zl increase in tbe cost of prepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of calling canis to disadvantaged 0011sumers. Allowing the Iarge, local 
telephone companies b collect wch chergcs, CVUI when they do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; tbus malcing these senriccs substantialty less &rdable. Please 
look out for consmers and r e f k  to impose new access chargcs and I b s  on Prepaid calling card 
services. 

Sincerely, 

w A &  Tx 
ccs: Commissioner Michael Ccrpps 

commissioner Kathleen Abernathy 
Commissioner Ktvm Msrtin 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powcll 
Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th street, S.W. 

RE; WC Do~ket No. 03-133 

Chainnan PoweU; 

The FCC should not impose new a- chrges  and fees up011 prepaid calling GW&, Ifyou 
move to increase tbe cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for mino* or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay h mmh h their COmmunities. 

The Latino community is particularty semifive to any price increase for pre-paid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of Latino households use them. Indeed., half of the households with incumes 

they save consumers money. 
w o w  $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-pajd calling cards are EO prevalent in part becawe 

Witb gas and milk prices already holding fixed snd low income ccmsumffs hostage, we should 
not be fbed  wim rising telephone d e  casts 89 well, In particular, matxy low-hoome 
households who are on fixed incomw dopcpd eatirdy upon pmpaid serviGa because they CBMQ~ 
meet the credit rating or hefiy deposit requirements that I d  phont'mpanicjl insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, caflsumers can make adls fiom payphones w the telephones 
of fiunily members and neighbors. W e  can use these cards to stay "connected" as we look fbr 
jobs, buut fix houses, or schedule many of the atha daily appointmeats that we all have. 

I simply find it u n h m b l e  that the FCC would impose new charges and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest lelepbone companies would be the largest beneficiaries ofmch 
charges. The FCC should stind hp for c0mume.r htereatr over co+~omte gain by bpiug 
afforukble prepaid caIling can?a a prio&y. 

@I 012 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Mchael Powdl 
Federal Communicatiom Chmmissian 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: W C  Docket No. 03-133 

Chairman Powell: . 

,The FCC sbould not imposenew access charges and fees upon prepaid calliog cards. Tfyou 
move to inorease.the cost of these wds, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communitieS. 

The Lstb;la community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for pre-paid calling amis; 
appraximately 43% ofLafjno households use them. Inndeed, half of the househoIds with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prapsid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding t h e d  and low income consumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephaae service costs BS well, kr patictdar, mrtzry low-income 
houscbolds who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid service because thy cannot 
meet &e crtdit rating or hefty deposit xquircments that local phone GompBLLies insist upon b e f i i  
getting a phone. With prepid cards, consumers can malcc c a b  &om pqphoncs or &e telephones 
of f e  mambrs and neighbaJs. We Can use these cards to stay ‘‘come&# es we look fir 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily sppomtments tist vrie all bave. 

I simpIy find it unimaginable lhat the FCC would impose new charges a d  fees on these cads. 
Some of the nation’s targest telephone companies would be the mest  beneficiaries of such 
charges. The FCC should ptarrd ap €or consumer interest# mer coipOrnte gah by keeplug 
Sordabk p r e p i d  d i n g  clvdr a priori*. . 



07/14/2004 09:58  FAX 

July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Comcnlmications Commission 
445 12th street, S.W. 
Washmgton, fK: 20554 

RE: WC DOCMNO- 03-133 

Chairman Powell: 

T h e  IFCC should not impose new acme charges and fees updn prepaid calling cards. Ifyou 
move to increase the cost of these cards, yon will &ply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch m their communities, 

The Latino community is particularly sensitive to any price increase for prepaid calling cards; 
approximately 43% of ]Latino households use them. 
below $ZO,,oOO have used p @ d  mds. Pre-paid cdlmg cards are so prevalent in part because 
they save wesumer~ money. 

half ofthe beuseholds with incolnes 

With gas and mi& prices already holding fix& and law incame consumers hostage, w e  should 
not be faced with rising tdephone m * c e  costs as well. hi particular, many low-inwme 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upou p p i d  Service atcause&ey cannot 
meet the credit rating or hefly deposit requirunants that focal pbone'eompanks insist upon bdom 
getting a phone. Witb prepaid catds, cooslrmers can make calls fiom payphones or tbt tclephmes 
of family members and neighbors. W e  can use these cards to stsy "oOnnect#l" as we rook for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedulo many of the other daily rppOiatmeats that we all have. 

I simply find it wimaghable that the FCC would impose new charges and fecs on thew cards. 
Some ofthe nation's largest telephone mmpaoies would be the l a p s t  be.m&cimibs of sucb 
charges. The PCC rhoald stand up for mummer interests over cofporate gain by keeping 
nffordabk prepaid calling cards a priority. 

Sincerely, 
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July 7,2004 

@lo15 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th strest, S.W. . 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC D ~ ~ k e t  NO. 03-133 

Chairmau Powell: 

The FCC should not impom new access cbarges and fees upon prepaid calling a d s .  If y& 
move to hcmase the cost of these cards, you will -ply drive up the wst fix minority or 
disadvantaged individuals ta stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino community i s  parthuliirly sensitive to any price hcrease fm prepaid calling e 
approximately 43% of Latin0 housohoIds use them. Indeed, htrlfofthe households with incomas 
below $20~000 have llsed prepaid cards. Pre-paid calling cards are so p ~ ~ a l e n t  in part b 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and mi prices already holding ford and low income rxxtsumers hostage, we should 
not be fkced with risidg telephone service costs BS well, In particulsr, mauy law-income 
households who are OD fixed incomes depmd 4ntirely upon prepaid SenrjCB because they cannot 
meet the credit rating or he&y deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon before 
getting a phone. With prepaid cards, consumers can make calls from payphones or % telephones 
of family members and neighbws. We can me thew cards to stay "connecttd" as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many of the other daily appohttme.nts tbat w e  all have, 

I simply fmd it unimaginable that the FCC would impose new chargts and fees on these cards. 
Some of the nation's largest telephone companies would be the largest beneftciaries of such 
charge. The FCC should rbnd up for cnmumer interests mer eoipOratt gain by keeping ' , 

affordable prepaid d l h g  cards a p*rftg. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copp 
Commissioner Kathleen Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevin uartin 
Commissioner Jonathan Adelstein 
Scnntnr 

Congressperson 
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July 7,2004 

Chair& Micbael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 1% stred, S.W. 
Wadhgton, DC 20554 

RE. WC Docket No. 03-133 
b 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upoa Iow-cost idecommuhications services to 
accomplish rnany eveq day tasks, fiom looking for a job or affordable housing to stayidg in 
touchwith familyandfiends. Butpending beforetheFCC is aproposalthatwollld introduce 
new cbarges and fees upon d c e s  upon which we depend, immdiataiy harming millions of 
htiuos and other consumers nationwide. 

I understand that the FCC is considmhg applying "in-state" access chmps aad other &a .an 
certaid prepaid calhg card sfsujces. Many htinos, pckularb fhbst on fixed income+ or those 
cstablishing a d t  bi i ry ,  bank accounts and other means ntccssary to subsdie to local 
tekphone service, rely upon these prepdd calling cards to stay connected at set dordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, sebu'or citizens, and others f m x  similar challenges. 

As a reslly prepaid c a h g  car& are the only option availablt - without theq many consumers 
could, qvito literally, be left without access to telephone Service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly harm individuals who can I w s t  af50rcl pi+ incmses. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost of prepaid cal4 
destroying the utility of diing cards io disadvantaged consumers. Allowing'the Iargc, local 
telephone cornpies to collect such charges, m n  when they do not sell tht d i n g  cad to a 
cu5tomer, would drive up prices; tbus makingthese~services suEwurntiay. less affordable. Please 
look out for consumers and refase to impose new access charges and fixs on prepaid &ling card 
services, . .  

ccs: CommissionerMichael Copps , 

Commissioner W e e n  Abemathy 
Commissioner Kevh Mattin 

Senator 
COngresspeasOn 
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July 7,2004 

chairman Michael Powell 

445 12th S w  S.W. 
Federa! Communications Commission 

Washingtos DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

r A h o  and 0th~ minority cmm~dtics rely upon low-cost tele~~mrnuni~~tim~ ~ e n j ~ e ~  to 
accomplish many evwy day tssks, Ihm looking f ir  a job or affordable housing to staying in 
touchwithfhm.ily end &icnds. But pending befi>rethcFCC is apropasalthwdd htmducc 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediately harming milions'of 
Latinos and other consumm nationwide, 

I understand that the FCC is considedag appYing ''iu-skte~ access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid calling card services. Many htinosa partieularfy those on fixed incomes or those 
estabrishigg a W i t  history, bank mc~unts and other means nece%sary to subsdie to local 
telephone service, rely npon these prepaid calling car& to stay comW at set a&&ble rates., 
Students, immigrants, Senior cif&ens, and athers face similar cballeages. 

As a resalt, prepid cdhg cards rn fha oak option available - without them, many Consumers 
could, quite litaally, be left without access to telephone ssrvics. Raising the price of prepgd 
calling cards will d d y  harm individuals who can least a f f d  pride increases. 

h p i n g  in-state charges would amount to a substantial increasc in the cost ofprepaid caIls, 
destroying the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged c6nsum~s. Allowing the large. local 
telephom Gompgnies to collect such charga, c v n  wbea tbq do uot sell tbe cslling card to a 
customer, would drive up p r h q  thus making these Seryices subsmtUy less af€brdabb. Pltase 
look out for consurnerg and refbe to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calliag card 
services. . .  

\ Sincerely, 
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July 7,2004 

Federal Communications Commission 

Washington, M3: 20554 

chairmad Michael Powell 

445 12th street, S.W. 

RE: WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Dear c h a m  Powell: 

Latino and other &ority COmLnunities rely upon low-cost te~ecommunications services to 
accomplish many every day tasks, from looking for a job or affbrdable housing to staying in 
touchwith f h i l y  and fEads. Butpendhg before the FCC is aproposal that-would iarrod& 
new charges and fees upon d o e s  upon which we depend, immediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other consumefs nationwide. 

X mdestand tfird: the FCC is cansidering applying %-stat@ access charges and other fees on 
certain prepaid d l h g  card services. m y  Latinos, pariicukly those on fused incomes or those 
establishing a credit history, bank Bccourrts and other means necesswy to subscribe to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay cornacted at sef sffardable rates. 
Studeats, immipnt!+ senior citiaenr, and others k e  similar challenges. 

As a mdt, prepaid calling GaJds are the o d y  option avrrilable -without thcm, many c0n-s 
could, quite litcdly, be left without access to telephone s d c e .  Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards WilI diredy hann individuals who can least a f € d  prke iooreases. 

Impo~ing in-state charges would amount to a substantial increase in the cost ofprepaid calls, 
destroying the utility of c a b g  cards to disadvantaged oonsumm. &wmg the large, local 
telephone m w  to d e c t  such charge& even whea they do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus: making these services substarrtially less affordsble. Please . 
look out fbr cansumers and refbeto impose new ~ccess charges and fees on prepaid d ing  card 
services. 
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July 7,2004 

chairma0 Michael Powd 
Federal CommunicationS Commission 
445 12th s t r e  S.W. ' 

Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC Docket No. 031133 

Dear chairman Powell: 

Latino and othex mhority cmnmur~.a rely upon s~w-cost teleco&unications -ices to 
accomplish l~lsuly every day mks3 &om looking €or ajob or aflbrdahle busing to staying in 
touch with family aad fiiends. But pending bcfore theFCC is a proposal that WORM introd& 
new chargesand fees upon- uponwhich we depend, i m m d d d y  harming millions of 
Latioos and other consumers nationwide. 

. I  uslderstanathatthe FCC is codsidering applying %-state" access charges and othezfees on 
certain prepaid CaILing c a d  services. Many Latiuos, particularly those on fixed incomes orthose 
establishing a W i t  history, 
telephone ser\rict, rely upon &es6 prepaid calling cards to stay COMLected at set affordable rates. 
Students, h i g n t n t s ,  mior citizens, and others fice simiIar challenges. 

accouflts and dher means necessary to subscn'be to focal 

As a result, prepaid calliog cards are the only option available -wiihouttbtm, many consumers 
could, quite literally, be left without hccess T.O telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly hatm h d i v i h l s  d o  mu least afford price incntascs. ' 

Imposing in-state charges would mount b a substarrtial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destqhg tbe utility of callig cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowing the largeJ local 
telephone companies to coIIcct sucb chug4 even whenthey do not &the d h g  cardto a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus making these SBxyiCes subsfantklly less afibdablc. Please 
look out fix consumqs and refuse to impose new access charges and fets on prepaid calling catd 
ServiceS. 

ccs: Commissioner Michael Copps 
cmm.issioner Kathleen Abemm 
CommissiontrKwin- 
Comnrissioncr Jonathan fidclsbein. . 
Senator 

Congressparson 
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July 7,2004 

C& ~ i c h a e ~  Powell 
Fedefal Communications Commission 
445 12th street. S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

R E  W C  Docket NO. 03-133 

, 

Dear chairman Powtll: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon Iow-cost telecoDunrmicaticms suvices to 
accomplish many evcq day task from looking for a job or affbrdable housing to Btayitlg m 
touch with family and fiicnds. But pending befare the FCC iS a propasal that wodd introduce 
new &atg%s and fees upon seavices upon which we depend, immediately banning milliw of 
Latinos and other CO~LSUTII~~S nati~awide. 

I understand that the FCC is consideriug epplying %-state" mass chargts m d  ofher ha an 
certain m i i d  calling card Senrioes. Many Mnos, particulwly those w fixed incomes or those 
establishing a credit himry, bank accounts and 0th~ means nscessay to subscribe to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to stay connected at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrauts, senior citizanS, and odms face similar chdcnges. 

As a rcsdt, prepaid calling cards are the only option awilable - without them, many consumers 
could, quite liirally, be lefl without access to telqhcme senice. Raising the price of prepaid 
d l i  cat& will d i i  batm individuals who can least afford price inmases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a aubstmtial increase in the cost of prepaid calls, 
destroyhg the utility of calling cards to disadvantaged consumers. Allowkg the Iarge, local 
telephoae companies to collect such charges, even when they do not sell tbt calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thus malring these sarvices subsbnWly less aEordable. Pleese 
look out for cgnsumers and refuse to impwe new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

sincerely, 



~ 
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Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Cammission 

Washington, DC 20554 
445 12th street, S.W. ‘ 

RE: WC D ~ k e t N o .  03-133 

Chairman Powell: ’ 

The FCC should not impose new access charges and fkes upon prepaid calling cards- Ifyou 
move to incrcasa the cost of these cards, you will simply drive up the cost for minority or 
disadvantaged individuals to stay in touch in their communities. 

The Latino cornunity is particularly sensitive to any price imcrease for prepaid d i n g  cmds; 
appmxinmtely 43% of Latino households we them. Indeed, balf ofthe households with incomes 
below $20,000 have used prepaid cards. Pre-paiti Caning cards are so prevaIest in part because 
they save consumers money. 

With gas and milk prices already holding fixed and low income caflsumers hostage, we should 
not be faced with rising telephone service costs as well, h particular, many low-income 
households who are on fixed incomes depend entirely upon prepaid h c e  because they cannot 
meet tbe credit rating or hefty deposit requirements that local phone companies insist upon b e f i i  
getting a phone, With prepaid cards, wnrmmeq can make calls Born payphones or the telephones 
of family members and neighbors. We can use these cads to stay ‘%Onnected” as we look for 
jobs, hunt for houses, or schedule many ofthe other daily appointma& that we aIl have. 

I simply find it unimaginable that tbe FCC would impose new charges and fbes on these curds. 
Some of the nation’s largest telephone companies would be &e largest bcndioiariea of such 
charges. The FCC should stPnd up for consurnax interests over c o ~ r a t c  ga i~  by keeping 
affordable prepuid calling cards a priority. . 
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July 7,2004, 

&an ~ i ~ h a e l  Powen 
Federal Communications Commission 
44s 12th s?re& S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

R E  WC Docket No. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other minority communities rely upon low-cost teIecommunications semicxs to 
accomplish many every day tasks, tiurn looking for a job or afFohbIe housing to staying in, 
touch with family and friends. But pending btfbre the FCC is a ptoposal thai would introduce 
new charges and few upon sewices upon which we depend, immediately harming dllions of 
Latinos and other consumers nationwide. 

I un&stand that f ie FCC is considering applying %state" access charges end other feesm 
cefidin prepaid CalIiag card servics. Many Latinos, @cularly those on fixed mcomts or those 
establishing a credit histmy, bank md ami other means necessary to submie to local 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to &ay c o n n d  at set affordable rates. 
Students, immigrants, s c n h  citkens, a d  others fsce similar challenges. 

As a res* prepaid calJhg cards are the only option available - without them, many consumem 
could, quite literally, be left without wess to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
c a l l i i  cards will d k t t y  harm individuals who can least affbrd price hcmases. 

Imposing in-state charges would amount to a substadd increase in the cost of prepdd oallp, 
dc!stroybg the utility of calm cards to disadvanta@ consumers. Allowing 'the large, local 
telephone oompanies to collect such charges, wen when tbcy do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive up prices; thw matdng tbese sbnrices r n b s t a n ~  less affordable. Please 
look out far consumers and refuse to hpose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 
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July 7,2004 

chairdaaa Mchael Poweu 
Federal Communications Commission . 
445 12th street, S.W. . 
Washington, bC 20554 

rm 0 0 8  

RE: WC DOckct NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell: 

Latino and other k o r i t y  communities rely upon Jow-cost telecommurlications s&ms to 
accomplish many every day tasks, h m  looking for B job or d3hdable housing to staying in, 
touch with family and iliends. But pending befcnr: the FCC is a proposal ihat would in-= 
new charges and fees upon services u p  which we depend, inunediately harming millions of 
Latinos and other cmsumgs nationwide. 

X understsnd that the FCC is considtring ap- "inatate" access charges and other fees on 
ccr&in prepaid calling card services- Many Latinos2 particularly those rn fixed incoma or those 
establishing a credit history, bank accounts and other means necessary to subscriie to 1ocaI 
telephone service, rely upon these prepaid calling cards to my coancetbd at set a f f i b l e  rates. 
Students, immigrants, senh  citizens, and others face simiIar challenges. 

As a result, prepaid calling cards are the only option avaihble -without them, many ocmsumcrs 
could, q& literally, be left without access to telephone service. Raising the price of prepaid 
calling d s  will dircctIy harm individuals who can leest afford price increase$, 

Imposing in-me charges would amount to a substantid increase'm the cost of prepaid calls, 
d e w y %  the utility ofcalling cards to &sadvanwed wrsumem. Allowing the large, local 
telephone companies to collect such chnges, evcn when they do not s t U  the callbg card to a 
customer, would drive up p r i q  thus making these Sayices substantially less affordable, Please 
look out for corlsumers and refuse to impose new access charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Fcdwal Communications Commission 
445 12th !3h& S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

E WC Docket NO. 03-133 

Dear Chairman Powell, 

I am Writing to ask that the FCC not impose new hidden charges and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 

Minoritia, low-income f a - ,  senior cEtizens, immigrants, college students and military 
timilies rely upon d i n g  card services hr a var ie of needs. Many of@csc oonsumers do not 
have a credit history, bank accouIlfs, or the means to pay a large deposit for local t~lephom 
service. For these consumers, a prepaid a d  may be the only option they have to stay connected 
- to make phone calls to look fix a job, for &c?able 
stay in touch with -iJy and Gends. These cards offer canvenieme and predictable cost, as 
there are no hidden fees or charges. In sc~nomically disadvmtagcd areas, consumefs litedy 
risk being disconnected if the prices of these cards increase. Prepaid d i n g  cads am 
indispensabIe to COI~GILIIIB groups bccausc they are an affardable alternative to reguular and 
wireless telephone services. 

mak  a doctor's appintmeat, or 

But such price hikes m precisely what the FCC will do if it inflicts new "in-state" access charges 
and other fees on p y a i d  cards. The fees would fuancl directly to large I d  telephone 
companies while the burden would fa31 squarely upon those consumers fhat can least afford to 
bear it. 

Adding access charges to bc paid to local telephone companies will substaatially mcyse the per 
minute charges on pre-paid calls, jeopardizing the benefits Latiao and other oomm~ties gain 
fiom these servbs. Pl- stop any e f f i  to raise rates on Amenoaa * c o a m r m e r s d d e c i d e ~  
these sewices are not subject b the exorbitant new access charges and other fee. 

Siacescly, 
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July 7,2004 

Chairman Michael Powell 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th s m  S.W. 
Washington, DC 20554 

RE: WC DWketNo. 03-133 

Dear chairman Powll: 

Latino and other mhoriG commdtics rely upon low-cost teIecomm&icaticms services to 
accomplish mstly evcry day tdsks, fiom looking fbr a job or affardable housing to Staying ia 
touch with family and fiends. But pending before the FCC is a p@ that w d d  intraduce 
new charges and fees upon services upon which we depend, immediatdy harming millions of 
Latiuos and other consumers nationwide. 

I mdemand that the FCC is cuns~dering applying "in-state" access charges and other fbes oa 
C& prepaid calling carti sexw'oes. Many 'Latinos, particularly thpse on e e d  incomes, or those 
establishing a credit histmy, bank accollllfs and other means nccxsmy to subscri to Id 
tclsphone service, rely upon these prepaid call* cards to stay connected at set affbrdable rates- 
Students, immigrants, senior citizens, and othcrs face Similar challenges. 

As B result, prcpaid calling cards are the only option avaiIabIe -without them, many Gonsumers 
could, quite literally, be left without ~ccess to telephone s d c e .  Raising the price of prepaid 
calling cards will directly ham individuals who can least aEord price increase& 

Imposing inatate charges would mount to a substantial innease in the cost of prepaid cnlls, 
destroying the utility o f  calling cards to disadvantaged consumm. AllcwVing &e large, 1 0 4  
telephone oompaaics to coil& such dmgcs, even whea they do not sell the calling card to a 
customer, would drive np picas; thus msMng these sorviccs mbstmtidy less af€'le. Please 
look out for consumers and refuse to impose new access char get^ and fees on prepaid calling card 
services. 
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